D. The Office of Research Integrity, US Department of Health,] produced in 1993 a 
detailed report indicting Robert Gallo for medical fraud. These charges are extraordinary 
important as they were drawn up by a panel of scientists appointed by America's most 
prestigious scientific institutions, the Academy of Science and the Institute of Medicine, in 1992, 
They had spent months investigating the veracity and integrity of the research into the cause of 
AIDS carried out by Laboratory Chief Robert Gallo and Senior Investigative Scientist Mikulas 
Popovic. I include the opening pages — and then one of the key conclusions concerning the above 
Popovic paper, but as finally edited by Gallo and published in Science. 
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I jump forward to page 18 of the conclusion to the report... please note that the ORI stated that 
Gallo has ‘seriously undermined the ability of the scientific community to reproduce and/or verify the 
efforts of the LTCB (Gallo’s Lab) in isolating and growing the AIDS virus’... making retracing the 
steps extremely problematic and, in some aspects, impossible.’ This greatly damages the credibility 
of his team’s work, as it is normal for scientists to have their work so verified. 
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Ultimately, since this case was dropped and none of these witnesses were 
summoned, this Popovic/Gallo scientific paper was allowed to remain available 
uncorrected, despite being found seriously flawed and deceptive. It is thus still 
scandalously undermining the work of the many AIDS scientists who rely on its veracity. 
It is unfortunately and incredibly today one of the most scientifically referenced scientific 
papers every printed. 


